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Abstract: Particle Size distribution of inhalable aerosols is the most significant factor to estimate the aerosol deposition 

yield at various respiratory tract. Recently, electronic cigarette (EC), as the alternative of tobacco cigarette, is increasingly 

popular all over the world. However, emissions from ECs may contribute to both indoor and outdoor air pollution. Also, 

the number of users is increasing rapidly. In this investigation a mainstream aerosol generated from electronic cigarette 

were characterized in terms of particle number concentrations and size distributions by using diffusion aerosol 

spectrometer (DAS). Diffusion aerosol spectrometer is used to determine the ultrafine and fine particles emission in the 

range from 10-3μm to 10 μm. In this work, aerosol number concentration that injected from the electronic cigarette nearly 

around40k particles/cm3.Most of these particle concentrations within the ultra-fine particles (UFP) size range (0 to 0.2μm) 

and the other in the size range from 0.3 to 1 µm. The surface and mass size distributions are calculated and presented. The 

strength of the electronic cigarette is equal 26x1011(particle/min). 

Keywords: Electronic cigarette (EC), size distribution, count distribution, mass distribution, UFP. 

 
 

1 Introduction 

One of the most important factor affecting human health is 

the exposure to aerosol particles, especially fine (0.1-1 μm) 

and ultrafine (<0.1 μm) airborne particles [1-7].Because of 

their larger diffusion coefficient, ultrafine particles have a 

higher probability than larger particles to penetrate and 

deposit deeper into the respiratory system.  

In general, fine and ultrafine particles are generating 

usually in indoors with different human activities. 

Therefore, indoor aerosol particles sources are generally 

classified according to the occupant’s activities. For 

example, walking generates substantial amounts of aerosol 

particles larger than 1 μm that are possibly re-suspended 

from indoor surfaces [8,9].Fine aerosol particles are 

generated with substantial amounts during cooking, sauna 

heating, and fireplace [10-17].Smoking is another major 

source of fine aerosol particles [11,16,18-22]. It was also 

reported that candle burning generates aerosol particles 

with range 0.03-3 μm[23,24]. Also, air freshener sprays 

produce aerosol particles with substantial amounts [16]. 

Vacuum cleaners operating with or without dust bags may 

also produce aerosol particles [25-27]. In recent years, 

electronic cigarettes (e-cigarettes) show a rapidly growing 

market share and are advertised as a healthier alternative to 

conventional smoking. The use of e-cigarettes has become 

increasingly prevalent and as well as being one of the 

fastest ways to increase the concentration of indoor aerosol 

particles [7]. The most recent studies indicate to the peak 

concentrations are more important for health effects than 

long-term concentration averages [28]. So, reliable 

measurements of the particle size distribution of the 

produced aerosol by e-cigarettes are an important physical 

property for the assessment of respiratory dosimetry but 

unfortunately have not been heretofore available. Few 

studies investigated health effects due to the e-cigarette use 

[29-33]. A review of 16 studies found that e-cigarettes 

comparable in toxicity to nicotine replacement therapies 

(NRT) but less harmful than tobacco cigarettes [34]. 

Nonetheless, there are still some questions about the safety 

of the chemicals in e-cigarette. 

The insufficiency of information on particle size 

distributions for e-cigarettes is due not only to their novelty, 

but also as a result of technical hurdles to the measurement 

of particle size in a high number concentration aerosols 

containing volatile particulate material. Because of the 

particle size distribution measurements provide a starting 

point for respiratory deposition calculations [35], the 

objective of the present study is to describe a methodology 

for the measurement of the different particle size 

distributions and number concentration of e-cigarette 
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aerosols in indoor air as a first step of respiratory deposition 

of e-cigarette aerosols. 

2 Experimental Work 

The experiments were carried out in the radiation 

Laboratory in Ural federal university, the volume of this 

room 65 m3. Temperature and relative humidity values are 

varied from23to250C andfrom40 to 45 %, respectively. 

Using one of the most used e-cigarettes in the world, Pons, 

a burning time of approximately 10 min. The puffs were 

performed by a puffing machine. Main stream aerosols 

generated from this e-cigarette were characterized.  

The laboratory experiments affirmed good accuracy of the 

Diffusion Aerosol Spectrometer, DAS, on the sizing and 

the aerosol concentration measurements [36]. So DAS is 

used for measuring the mainstream aerosol concentration 

and the number size distribution of nano-particles to 

submicron size. 

2.1 E-cigarettes Design 

The E-cigarettes contain a small battery-driven heating unit 

that vaporizes mixture of chemicals, the so-called “liquids”. 

They usually contain flavors and carrier substances and 

may be purchased with and without nicotine. The nicotine 

content roughly differs between 0 and 20 mg/ml depending 

on the brand [37]. E-cigarettes are generally designed to 

resemble traditional cigarettes in dimensions and, to some 

extent, graphic design. The common components for most 

e-cigarettes include an aerosol generator, a flow sensor, a 

battery and a solution (or e-liquid) storage area (see figure 

1). 

2.2 Technical Description of Diffusion Aerosol 

Spectrometer (DAS2702-M) 

The aerosol diffusion spectrometer can be used to measure 

the aerosol concentrations and the particle size spectrum, 

covering a range of sizes from 5 to 200 nm, with the 

possibility of expanding the upper range to 10 μm. Also, 

the total concentration and particle size distribution in this 

range, the air temperature, humidity and 

atmosphericpressure are measured also. Limit of measured 

concentrations 100 k particle/cm3. All parameters of the 

aerosol system and the air environment are output to the 

monitor and change every 1-2 minutes, more detailed in 

presented table 1. 

The main module of the DAS (2702-M) includes: 

- Block of diffusion batteries for measuring the particle size 

spectrum; 

- The particle aggregator to the optically active size; 

- Laser aerosol spectrometer for determination of particle 

concentration and spectrum of submicron particle sizes, 

schematic sketch of the Diffusion Aerosol Spectrometer 

Shown in figure 2. 

 

Fig. 1: Typical E-cigarette configuration. 

Table 1: Characteristics of Diffusion Aerosol Spectrometer 

(DAS2702-M) 

  

Range of measurement of the 

sizes of aerosol particles 

0.005-0.2 μm (option 

0.2-10.0 μm) 

Limit of measured 

concentrations 

100,000 particles 

/cm3 

Range of measured relative 

humidity 

5 - 100% (accuracy ± 

3%) 

Temperature measurement 

accuracy 

± 0.4 ° C 

Accuracy of pressure 

measurement 

±  1.5% 

Gas flow through sampling tube 2 l / min 

Presentation of information graphic and tabular 

Operating system PC Windows XP 

Time of one measurement 1 min. 

Continuous measurement time up to 240 hours 

Source of power AC alternating 

current 240 V, 50 Hz 

- DC direct current 

12V 

 

The measurement system can be controlled either by a 

remote keyboard or by a touch panel monitor. The built-in 

computer controls the operation of the measuring system, 

processes and stores the measured data both in the 

processed and in the original form. Results of the 

measurements are displayed on the monitor screen in 

graphical and tabular forms. The diffusion aerosol 

spectrometer DAS with monitoring result is presented in 

figure 3. The left table shows the concentrations after the 

corresponding batteries, in the right table concentrations in 

the corresponding intervals of the sizes. The left graph 
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represents the histogram of the distribution by size, on the 

right the change in the total particle concentration with 

time. In the right column, the relative humidity of the air, 

the pressure of the atmosphere and the temperature of the 

surrounding air are given from the top. 

Fig. 2:. A schematic sketch of the Diffusion Aerosol 

Spectrometer (DAS). 

 

Fig. 3: The Diffusion Aerosol Spectrometer (DAS). 

 

 

2.3 Size Distribution Functions 

Distribution Functions 

The mathematical expression selected to describe the 

aerosol size distribution should be as simple as possible and 

implies the use of equations with minimum number of 

parameters which should be selected subject to further 

evaluation. Distribution by number of particles over the 

size range will be considered. These are commonly 

expressed in three ways, dN being the number of the 

particles in the size range dDp, Dp is the particle diameter 

and N is the total number 

Aerosol size distributions show modal structure and can be 

represented by a log normal size distribution function. The 

lognormal distributions to describe the aerosol population 

can be given in terms of the number concentration, area, 

volume distribution and mass distribution. The aerosol log 

normal number size distribution can be represented as 

𝑑𝑁 (𝑟)

𝑑𝑙𝑜𝑔 (𝑟)
=  ∑ [

𝑁𝑖

√2𝜋 𝑙𝑜𝑔 𝜎𝑖
]  𝐸𝑋𝑃 [

− [𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑟)− 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑟)𝑚𝑖]2

2 𝑙𝑜𝑔 𝜎𝑖
2 ]           (1) 

wherermi and σi are the mode radius and the standard 

deviation respectively of the ith mode and Ni its total 

number density. For a mixture of particles originating from 

multiple independent sources, the resulting size distribution 

is a combination of all individual sources. Each component 

has its specific mode radius, standard deviation (σ) and 

total number density. The above equation, if summed for i 

= 1 to 3, represents tri-modal distribution, which will have, 

three values of Ni, rmi and σi. When i varies from1 to 2, the 

resulting distribution will be bi-modal and when i = 1, it 

will be a mono-modal size distribution. The log normal 

distributions to describe the aerosol population can be given 

in terms of the number concentration, surface distribution 

or volume distribution. Volume or mass distributions are 

used to obtain information about the total mass of the 

aerosol in the air or the mass that is deposited. The surface 

area S(r) and volume V(r) size distributions are represented 

as 

       𝑆 ( 𝑟 ) = 4 𝜋 𝑟2 [
𝑑𝑁( 𝑟 )

dlog(𝑟)
]                               (2) 

    𝑉 ( 𝑟 ) =  
4

3
 𝜋 𝑟3 [

𝑑𝑁( 𝑟 )

𝑑𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑟)
]                                                 (3) 

The log normal distributions are best suited to characterize 

the aerosol components, the aerosol types and their spatial 

and temporal variability and hence it is widely used for 

troposphere aerosol studies[38].The corresponding mass 

and surface area distributions, calculated from the number 

distribution assuming spherical particles, Equation (2) 

and(3). 

Approximate source strengths, S, of the ultrafine particles 

using amethod described by Wallace and Ott, [39]: 

          𝑆 =  [
𝐶 max∗𝑉

𝑡
]                                                               (4) 
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whereS is the source strength or emission rate 

(particles/min), Cmaxis the maximum concentration (cm-3), V 

is the mixing volume(cm3) and t is the time (min) during 

which a source is on. 

3 Results and Discussion 

The results of different size distributions (number, surface 

area and mass distribution) are showed in figure 4. The 

particle size distributions are presented for back ground 

(normal lab before the mainstream aerosol particles 

injected) and after aerosols injection using the e-cigarette at 

time interval (15, 30, 60, 90 min after aerosol injection). In 

the back ground measurements, the average aerosols 

concentration is 6±0.5 k particles/cm3.The particle number 

and surface distributions have main mode Number Median 

Diameter (NMD) 89 nm and Surface Median Diameter 

(SMD) 124 nm respectively with the same Geometric 

Stander Division (GSD) 1.5. On the other hand, the mass 

size distribution has a bimodal distribution of aerosols 

particles is observed with 2mass median diameters (MMD) 

~ 120 nm and ~ 2500nm. 

Table 2 illustrates the different size distribution parameters. 

It’s clear from the table 2 and figure 4 there are an effects 

of aging on the different size distributions of aerosols in lab 

air after aerosol injection. As example, the highest mode at 

15 min after injection is 58 nm for NMD and SMD is 104 

nm which are smaller than the main mode of the 

background (89 nm and 124 nm) but the GSD increased 

from 1.5 to 1.7. The shrinking of the particles number 

distribution can be attributed to the evaporation of the 

particles under ideal conditions. 

As the time passes from 30 to 90 min as the aerosol 

concentration decreases directed to background again and 

the diameters again back to the initial values. As example, 

at 90 min after aerosol injection the aerosol concentration is 

12±1.1 k particles/cm3. The NMD is 83.4 nm and SMD is 

116.5 nm with GSD 1.5 and 1.6 respectively. The same 

satiation occurs for the mass size distribution but with bi-

modal distribution. The MMD values are listed in table 2. 

Figure 5presents the level of the particles concentrations 

generated by the electronic cigarette at different sizes from 

ultrafine (UFP≤ 0.02 μm) to 1 μm. The maximum 

concentration of UFP was approximately 39 k 

particles/cm3. The maximum concentrations of particles in 

the size ranges 0.3, 0.5, 0.7 and 1.0 μm were approximately 

550, 515, 173 and 143 particles/cm3 respectively. The 0.7 

and 1.0 μm particles concentrations were reached 

maximum and then decay simultaneously with each other. 

From the figure also it’s observed that the live time of UFP 

nearly three hours. Unlike other sizes not more one hour for 

particles size 0.5 μm and only 30 min for 1 μm. 

From the presented results, it is much easier to discern 

modes in the distribution and to obtain a correct impression 

of the relative number, surface and mass in the different 

size ranges of the aerosols distribution. The first 20 min 

after ending smoke will be the most dangerous time as there 

is a high concentration of all particles especially UFP. 

Because of, life time of the UFP nearly 3 hwe must be 

careful when entering places with smokers and make sure 

of the good ventilation of these places. 
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Fig. 4: The number, surface and mass size distribution of 

the injected aerosol particles.
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Table 2:  Size distribution parameters Count, surface and Mass median diameter and geometric stander deviation (GSD) of 

injected aerosol particles from electronic cigarette. 
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Fig. 5: Aerosol particles concentration of ultrafine function 

of time by using DAS. 

4 Conclusions 

The concentrations and the size distributions of e-cigarette 

mainstream smoke were measured with the DAS 

instrument. The main mode of the aerosol particles from the 

electronic cigarette is less than 100 nm and the count 

median diameter ranged from 57 to 83 nm. There was a 

change in the concentrations and the sizes between different 

times after injection. Comparing the e-cigarette smoke with 

that of a conventional cigarette, tobacco smoke, count 

median diameter was smaller than that of the conventional 

cigarette, (57-83 nm) against 200 nm. This indicates that 

some e-cigarettes can deliver considerably more particles 

into a human respiratory system than conventional 

cigarettes, even though the e-cigarette smoke contains less 

harmful constituents. All the particles of the e-cigarette 

smoke are smaller than 1 μm and some of them are in 

ultrafine particle range (smaller than 0.2μm), thus able to 

penetrate deep into a human respiratory system, deposit 

there and potentially get into the bloodstream. However, 

these measurements are only a first step in evaluation of 

possible health outcomes. It is necessary to evaluate a long-

term health effect of e-cigarettes 

REFRANCES 

[1] A. Seaton, W.MacNee, K.Donaldson, D. Godden, 

Particulate air pollution and acute health effects. 

Lancet., 345, 176-178(1995). 

[2] J.Schwartz, D.W.Dockery, L.M. Neas, Is daily mortality 

associated specifically with fine particles? J. Air Waste 

Manage. Assoc., 46, 927-939(1996). 

[3] A.P.Jones, Indoor air quality and health. Atmos. 

Environ., 33, 4535-4564(1999). 

[4] C.K.L. Alvin,T.L.Thatcher, W.Nazaroff, Inhalation 

transfer factors for air pollution health risk assessment. 

J. Air Waste Manage. Assoc., 50, 1688-1699(2000). 

[5] S.Weichenthal, A.Dufresne, C. Infante-Rivard, Indoor 

ultrafine particles and childhood asthma: exploring a 

potential public health concern. Indoor Air., 17, 81-91( 

2007). 

[6] D.W. Dockery, Health effects of particulate air 

pollution. Ann. Epidemiol., 19, 257-263,2009. 

[7] D.Ciuzas,T. Prasauskas, E.Krugly, R.Sidaraviciute, A. 

Jurelionis, L. Seduikyte, V.Kauneliene, A. Wierzbicka, 

D. Martuzevicius, Characterization of indoor aerosol 

temporal variations for the real-time management of 

indoor air quality. Atmospheric Environment .,  118, 

107-117(2015). 

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

5000

10000

15000

20000

25000

30000

35000

40000
 UFP

U
lt

a
fi

n
e
 p

a
rt

ic
le

 

c
o

n
c
e
n

tr
a
ti

o
n

 (
1
/c

m
3
)

Time (min)

  GSD SMD GSD MMD 

(fine) 

GSD MMD 

(Coarse) 

GSD 

Back 

ground 

89.00 1.5 124.30 1.5 118.86 1.3 2564.45 3.00 

15 min 58.16 1.7 104.21 1.7 104.61 1.4 1870.23 3.00 

30 min 57.03 1.8 106.65 1.7 106.29 1.5 2303.93 3.10 

60 min 80.73 1.5 115.22 1.6 112.77 1.4 2872.39 2.8 

90 min 83.41 1.5 116.51 1.6 113.88 1.3 2815.51 2.8 

http://www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp


116                                                                                                                H. Nazmy et al.: Particle Size Distribution of E-Cigarette … 

 

 

 

© 2018 NSP 

Natural Sciences Publishing Cor. 
 

[8] M. Luoma, and S.A. Batterman, Characterization of 

particulate emissions from occupant activities in 

offices, Indoor Air., 11, 35-48(2001). 

[9] T.L. Thatcher, and D.W. Layton,Deposition, 

resuspension, and penetration of particles within a 

residence, Atmos. Environ., 29, 1487-1497(1995). 

[10] K.Siegmann, and K.Sattler, Aerosol from hot cooking 

oil, a possible health hazard, J. Aerosol Sci.., 27, 493-

494(1996). 

[11]M.D. Sohn, A.Lai, B.V.Smith, R.G.Sextro, 

H.E.Feustel, and W.W. Nazaroff, Modeling aerosol 

behavior in multizone indoor environments. 

Proceedings of Indoor Air-99, Edinburgh., 4, 785-

790(1999). 

[12] B.FluЁckiger, M.Seifert,T.Koller, and C.Monn, Air 

quality measurements in a model kitchen using gas 

and electric stoves. Proceedings of Healthy 

Buildings., 1, 567-572,2000. 

[13] L.Wallace, Real-time monitoring of particles, PAH, 

and CO in an occupied townhouse, Appl. Occup. 

Environ. Hyg., 15, 39-47(2000). 

[14] E.Abt, H.H.Suh, P.Catalano, Relative contribution of 

outdoor and indoor particle sources to indoor 

concentrations. Environ. Sci. Technol., 34, 3579-

3587(2000). 

[15] M. Dennekamp, S.Howarth, C.A.J.Dick, J.W.Cherrie, 

K. Donaldson, and A. Seaton, Ultrafine particles and 

nitrogen oxides generated by gas and electric cooking, 

Occup. Environ. Med., 58, 511-516(2001). 

[16] A.Afshari, U. Matson, and L.E.Ekberg, 

Characterization of indoor sources of fine and 

ultrafine particles: a study conducted in a full scale 

chamber. Indoor Air., 15, 141-150(2005). 

[17] T.Hussein, K.Hämeri, M.S.A.Heikkinen, M.Kulmala, 

Indoor and outdoor particle size characterization at a 

family house in Espoo—Finland. Atmos. Environ., 39, 

3697-3709,2005. 

[18] M.J.Kleeman, J.J. Schauer, C.R. and Cass, Size and 

composition distribution of fine particulate matter 

emitted from wood burning, meat charbroiling, and 

cigarettes, Environ. Sci. Technol., 33, 3516-

3523(1999). 

[19] J.J.Schauer, M.J.Kleeman, G.R. Cass, and B.R.T. 

Simoneit, Measurement of emissions from air 

pollution sources. 1. C1 through C29 organic 

compounds from meat charbroiling, Environ. Sci. 

Technol., 33(10), 1566-1577(1999). 

[20] S.L. Miller, and W.W. Nazaroff, Environmental 

tobacco smoke particles in multizone indoor 

environments, Atmos. Environ., 35, 2053-2067(2001). 

[21] L.Morawska, C.He, J.Hitchins, K.Mengersen, and 

D.Gilbert, Characteristics of particle number and 

mass concentrations in residential houses in Brisbane, 

Australia. Atmos. Environ., 37, 4195-4203(2003). 

[22] A.C.K.Lai, Modeling of airborne particle exposure and 

effectiveness of engineering control strategies. 

Building and Environment, 39, 599-610(2004). 

[23] C. Cole, Candle Soot Deposition and Its Impacts on 

Restorers, USA, Sentry Construction Company, 

(1998). 

[24] P.M.Fine, G.R. Cass, and B.R.T.  Simoneit, 

Characterization of fine particle emissions from 

burning church candles, Environ. Sci. Technol., 33, 

2352-2362 (1999). 

[25] C.Helsper, W.Moltr, F.Loffler, C.Wadenpohl, S. 

Kaufmann, and G.Wenninger, Investigation of a non-

aerosol generator for the production of carbon 

aggregate particles. Atmos. Environ., 27(A), 1271-

1279(1993). 

[26] P. J.Lioy, T.Wainman, J.J.Zhang, Typical household 

vacuum cleaners: the collection efficiency and 

emissions characteristics for fine particles. Journal of 

Air Waste Management Association, 49, 200-

206(1999). 

[27] T. Hussein, T.Glytsos, J.Ondráček, P.Dohányosova, 

V.Ždĭmal, M.Hämeri, J.Smolĭk, and M. Kulmala, 

Particle size characterization and emission rates 

during indoor activities in a house. Atmos. Environ., 

40, 4285-4307 (2006). 

[28] M.H.Garrett, M.A. Hooper, and B.M.Hopper, 

Respiratory symptoms in children and indoor 

exposure to nitrogen dioxide and gas stoves, Am. J. 

Respir. Crit Care Med., 158, 891-895(1998). 

[29] C.Bullen, H.McRobbie, S.Thornley, M.Glover, R.Lin, 

andM. Laugesen, Effect of an electronic nicotine 

delivery device (e cigarette) on desire to smoke and 

withdrawal, user preferences and nicotine delivery: 

randomised cross-over trial. Tob. Control., 19, 98-

103(2010). 

[30] A.R.Vansickel, C.O.Cobb, M.F.Weaver, and T.E. 

Eissenberg, A clinical laboratory model for evaluating 

the acute effects of electronic “cigarettes”: nicotine 

delivery profile and cardiovascular and subjective 

effects. Cancer Epidemiology. Biomarkers Prevent., 

19, 1945-1953(2010). 

[31] L.Dawkins, J.Turner, S.Hasna, andK.Soar, The 

electronic-cigarette: effects on desire 

tosmoke,withdrawal symptoms and cognition. Addict. 

Behav., 37, 970- 973(2012). 

[32] A.D. Flouris, K.P. Poulianiti, M.S. Chorti, 

https://pubs.acs.org/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1021%2Fes980076j


J. Rad. Nucl. Appl. 3, No. 2, 113-116 (2018) / http://www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp  117 
 
 
 

 

        © 2018 NSP 

         Natural Sciences Publishing Cor. 
 

A.Z.Jamurtas, D.Kouretas, E.O. Owolabi, 

Tzatzarakis, M.N., A.M.Tsatsakis, and Y.Koutedakis, 

Acute effects of electronic and tobacco cigarette 

smoking on complete blood count. Food. Chem. 

Toxicol., 50, 3600-3603(2012). 

[33] A.D. Flouris, M.S. Chorti, K.P. Poulianiti, 

A.Z.Jamurtas, K. Kostikas, M.N.Tzatzarakis, A. 

Wallace Hayes, A.M.Tsatsaki, and Y.Koutedakis, 

Acute impact of active and passive electronic 

cigarette smoking on serum cotinine and lung 

function. Inhal. Topica.l , 25, 91-101(2013). 

[43] Z.Cahn, and M.Siegel, Electronic cigarettes as a harm 

reduction strategy for tobacco control: a step forward 

or a repeat of past mistakes? J. Public. Health. Policy 

., 32, 16-31(2011). 

[35] J.I.Bradley, K.C.Stephen, and L.A. Steven, Electronic 

cigarette aerosol particle size distribution 

measurements.Inhalation Toxicology., 24(14): 976-

984(2012). 

[36] S.Dubtsova, T.Ovchinnikovab, S.Valiulina, C.X. 

Chend, H.E.Manninend, P.P.Aaltod, and T. Petäjäd, 

Laboratory verification of Aerosol Diffusion 

Spectrometer and the application to ambient 

measurements of new particle formation, J. Aerosol 

Sci.,105, 10-23(2017). 

[37] M.L. Trehy, Wei Ye, M.E.Hadwiger, T.W.Moore, F.,  

Allgire, J.T.Woodruff, S.S. Ahadi, J.C. Black, and 

B.J. Westenberger, Analysis of electronic cigarette 

cartridges, refill solutions, and smoke for nicotine and 

nicotine related. Journal of Liquid Chromatography 

& Related Technologies., 34, 1442-1458( 2011). 

[38] S.Ramachandran, A.Jayaraman, Y.B.Acharya, and 

B.H. Subbaraya, Pinatubo volcanic aerosol layer 

decay observed at Ahrnedabad(230N), India, using 

neodymium: yttrium/aluminum/garnet 

backscatterLidar.  Journal of geophysical research., 

100 (23), 209-214(1995). 

[39] L.Wallace, W.Ott, Personal exposure to ultrafine 

particles. J. Expo. Sci. Environ. Epidemiol., 21, 20-

30(2011). 

[40] M.Belka, F.Lizal, J.Jedelsky, M.Jicha, and J.Pospisil, 

Measurement of an electronic cigarette aerosol size 

distribution during a puff, EPJ Web of Conferences, 

143, 02006, DOI: 10.1051/epjconf/201714302006 

EFM 2016,2017. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.naturalspublishing.com/Journals.asp

